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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . The Applicant's remarks regarding the Restriction Requirement dated 10/13/2008 
of claims 1-24 are persuasive. Therefore, the Restriction Requirement dated 09/1 1/2008 
has been withdrawn, accordingly all claims (1-24) are now considered on the merits. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 11/27/07, regarding claims 1, 6, and 7, have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues (page 14) that Liang does 
not teach "a blocking signal to block the second wireless transceiver in response to an 
enabled communication involving the first wireless transceiver". Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Liang teaches that "Once the CU 510 (Mediator) has scheduled a 
reservation request, it returns a reservation to the requesting MAC (Controller) that 
requests for transmit. If the requesting MAC does not receive a reservation for its 
reservation request, the corresponding wireless network is not able to transmit (see 
col. 9, lines 5-30). In this case, the returning of the reservation from the CU 510 back to 
the requesting MAC to inform it whether it's allowed to transmit or not reads on the 
"providing the controller with a blocking signal to block the second wireless transceiver 
module" as recited in claims 1, 6 and 7. Claims 1, 6 and 7 are therefore remained 
rejected for the reason set forth above. 

Regarding claims 12, and 21, Applicant argues that Liang does not teach "the mediator 
is coupled to a communication channel between the first wireless transceiver module 
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and a physical layer". Examiner respectfully disagrees. In fig. 5 of Liang, it is clear that 
the Mediator (CU 510) is connected to the 802.11 PHY 520 by way of the controller 
(515). Since the claim fails to detail how the Mediator is coupled to the physical layer, 
the teaching of " Mediator (CU 510) is connected to the 802.1 1 PHY 520 by way of the 
controller (515)" as indicated in fig. 5 of Liang arrives at the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-10, 12, 13, 21, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Liang (US 7,099,671). 

Regarding claim 1 , Liang teaches an electronic device, comprising: a first wireless 
transceiver module using a first communication protocol (see fig. 3, item 330); a second 
wireless transceiver module using a second communication protocol (see fig. 3, item 
320), the second wireless transceiver module comprising a controller for avoiding an 
interference with an external signal on a frequency of the second communication 
protocol (see fig. 5; col. 8, line 20 to col. 9, line 47. In this case, the MAC 515 of Liang 
reads on the Controller of the present invention); and a mediator coupled between the 
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first wireless transceiver module and the second wireless transceiver module, the 
mediator being arranged to provide the controller with a blocking signal in response to 
an enabled communication involving the first wireless transceiver module (see fig. 5; 
col. 8, line 33 to col. 9, line 47). In this case, the CU 510 of Liang reads on the Mediator 
of the present invention). Also see newly stated Response-to-Argument above for the 
teaching of Liang regarding the limitation "to provide the controller with a blocking signal 
in response to an enabled communication involving the first wireless transceiver 
module". 

Regarding claim 2, Liang teaches an electronic device as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the controller implements at least a part of a carrier sense multiple access collision 
avoidance principle (see col. 8, line 33 to col. 9, line 47. In this case, the coordination 
and determination of when to transmit arrangement between the two collocated systems 
of Liang to avoid collision or interference from one to the other collocated system reads 
on the carrier sense multiple access collision avoidance principle of the claim.). 

Regarding claim 3, Liang teaches an electronic device as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the first wireless transceiver module and the second wireless transceiver module share 
at least a part of a physical layer (see fig. 5, items 520,525,535; col. 8, lines 33-39 (the 
digital device that can house both the BT and 802.11 wireless NICs reads on the "first 
wireless transceiver module and the second wireless transceiver module share at least 
a part of a physical layer" of the claim.). 
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Regarding claim 4, Liang teaches an electronic device as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the mediator is arranged to provide the blocking signal during a time interval matching 
the duration of the enabled communication (see col. 9, lines 5-1 1 . Also see newly stated 
Response-to-Argument above for the teaching of Liang regarding the limitation "to 
provide the controller with a blocking signal in response to an enabled communication 
involving the first wireless transceiver module".). 

Regarding claim 5, Liang teaches an electronic device as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the first wireless transceiver module (320, fig. 3) comprises a further controller (530, fig. 
5) for avoiding an interference with a further external signal on a frequency of the first 
communication protocol; the mediator (CU 510) being further arranged to provide the 
further controller with a further blocking signal in response to a further enabled 
communication involving the second wireless transceiver module (see fig. 5, item 530 
and 535. See also newly stated Response-to-Argument above for the teaching of Liang 
regarding the limitation "to provide the controller with a blocking signal in response to an 
enabled communication involving the first wireless transceiver module".). 

Regarding claim 6, the claim is the method claim of claim 1 and claim 6 includes similar 
limitations as that of claim 1, and therefore claim 6 is interpreted and rejected for the 
same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 



Application/Control Number: 10/538,282 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2618 

Regarding claim 7, the claim includes the limitations as that of claim 1, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . In 
addition, Liang also teaches a wired network (see fig. 3, Digital Device 310 coupled to 
items 320 (802.1 1 ) and 330 (Bluetooth); also col. 8, line 33 to col. 9, line 47). 

Regarding claim 8, Liang teaches a communication system as claimed in claim 7, 
wherein the mediator is coupled to the controller via the wired network (see col. 8, 
lines 33-43). 

Regarding claim 9, the claim includes the limitations as that of claim 5, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 

Regarding claims 10, 13, 22, the claims include the limitations as that of claim 3, and 
therefore is interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of 
claim 3. 

Regarding claims 12, and 21, Liang teaches that the mediator is coupled to a 
communication channel between the first wireless transceiver module and a physical 
layer (520) (see fig. 5). In fig. 5 of Liang, it is clear that the Mediator (CU 510) is 
connected to the 802.1 1 PHY 520 by way of the controller (515). Since the claim fails to 
detail how the Mediator is coupled to the physical layer, the teaching of " Mediator (CU 
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510) is connected to the 802.1 1 PHY 520 by way of the controller (515)" as indicated in 
fig. 5 of Liang arrives at the claimed invention. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 1 1 , 14-20, 23, 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claims 11, 16, and 20, Liang, as indicated above, teaches the limitations of 
claims 1, 6, and 7 respectively, but fails to disclose that "wherein the mediator is 
configured to observe commands from the first wireless transceiver module to a 
physical layer" as recited in the claims. 

Regarding claims 14, 18, and 23, Liang, as indicated above, teaches the limitations of 
claims 1, 6, and 7 respectively, but fails to disclose that "wherein the blocking signal is 
fed into a received signal strength indication channel of the controller" as recited in the 
claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7851 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW ANDERSON can be reached on 571-272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MINH DAO 
/MINH D DAO/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



